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H.R. Rep. No. 45, 31st Cong., 1st Sess. (1850)
31st C'oNGREss, 
1st Session. 
Rep. No. 45. 
SAMUEL DEWEY. 
[To accompany bill H. R. No. 75.] 
· . FEBRVARY 7, 1850. 
Ho. OF' REPS. 
Mr. SACKETT, from the C,ommittee on Revolutionary Pensions, made the 
: . foll_?wing 
-R E'_P-OR T: 
The Committee on Revolutionary Pensi~ns, to whom was referred the peti-
, tion ef .Samuel Dewe~J rep?rt: 
That-th~y have had the"same under considerat~on, and £111:d t~e follo-~v· 
ing facts : The petitioner enlisted in _the , revolutio11ary service m A pnl, 
1780, in Washington county, New 'York, and.in July of the same year 
went into the army under. Col. Du Bois, Captain Sherwood's company, 
marched to Fort Ann; remained there till about the 15th of October, 1780; 
when he, with the rest of the company, was taken prisoner by Major Carl-
ton, commanding . a large body of British troops, under Sir John 
Johnson ; taken to St. Johns, Canada, and .there separated from the rest of 
the corppany and taken to Oaughnawaga, about twelve miles above Mon-
treal, among the Indians, by Sir John John~on, and detained there a pris .. 
oner of war two years, when . he was sent · to Quebec, and retained 
in close confinement 'till the close of the revolutionary war. That the en .. 
listment and service up to the time he was takeri prisoner all appear of re-
cord in the War Office ; but his being taken by Sir John Johnson 
among the Indians, as a prisoner, leaves him entirely without proof as to 
his service during the time of his imprisonment. His character as a man 
of integrity is abundantly certified to by the most respectable citizens of 
the place where he lives; his p~rition.is sworn to, and being corroborated 
by the records of the War Department as to enlistment, amount of service 
before capture, and as to the taking of Captain Sherwood's company as 
stated by the petitioner, there seems to be· no reason to doubt of the accu-
racy of his statement. His separation from the rest of the .company is the 
most probable reason why he was not exchanged, and why ,he has no 
proof of his imprisonment other than that produced. 
Your committee are awa,re it is a case where the petitioner .c.annot ob,~ain 
a pension under existing laws, on account of defective proof, but they be-
lieve it a proper case for special r~lief.. It would be a hard case indeed., if 
imprisonment among Indians, and in the jails of an enemy's country, 
should be a kind of service cut off from the bounties of the govern- J 
ment, merely for the want of those technical proofs that the very statement 
of the case shows it impossible to give. ' · 
Your committee have therefore come to a conclusion favorable to :the 
'prayer of the petitioner, and report by bill. 
